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PER CURI AM

John Marvin Overman, Jr., appeals the district court’s
order denying relief on his 42 U S C. 8 1983 (2000) conplaint.
Overman chal | enges certain facts contained inthe file relied on by
the North Carolina Parole Comm ssion. The district court ruled
agai nst Overman on the ground that his conplaint was tinme-barred.
Clainms under 8 1983 arising in North Carolina have a three-year

statute of limtations. Nat’'l Adver. Co. v. Cty of Raleigh, 947

F.2d 1158, 1161-62 (4th Cr. 1991). The cause of action accrues
and the statute of I|imtations comences “when the plaintiff
possesses sufficient facts about the harm done to him that
reasonable inquiry will reveal his cause of action.” Nasim v.

Warden, MJ. House of Corr., 64 F.3d 951, 955 (4th Gr. 1995) (en

banc). W conclude that Overman filed his conplaint within three
years of obtaining sufficient facts to provoke his reasonable
inquiry, and the action is therefore tinely fil ed.

However, we hold that judgnment was properly entered in
favor of Baker, Stevens, and Beck. The information in Overman' s
file that he contends was false was not relied on to a

constitutionally significant degree. See Paine v. Baker, 595 F. 2d

197, 201 (4th Cr. 1979) (“We hold . . . that in certain limted
ci rcunstances a claimof constitutional magnitude is raised where

a prisoner alleges (1) that information is in his file, (2) that



the information is false, and (3) that it is relied on to a
constitutionally significant degree.”).

Therefore, we affirmthe decision of the district court.
We dispense with oral argument because the facts and |egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the
court and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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